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Time for Change:  
Examining Utah Data Relating to 

Student Performance

Glenna Gallo

Glenna.gallo@schools.Utah.gov

To ensure that all students with disabilities have available 
to them a free appropriate public education that 
emphasizes special education and related services 

designed to meet their unique needs and prepare them 
for further education, employment, and 
independent living.

What is the Purpose of IDEA?
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Student With Disabilities (Ages 3-21)

From 2008 through 
2012, child count 

has declined from 
11.68% to 10.42% of 

the total public 
education 

enrollment.

Rising Prevalence
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Typically, Utah Special Education funding 
is approximately 70% State, 30% Federal. 
Limited use of Local funding sources.
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Federal portion of the total is 
decreasing 
(30% in 2010-2011 to 27% in 2013-2014). 

Utah Special Education Funding
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LRE (6-21)
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 What do we mean by special education and related 
services?

 How are we supporting the progress and success of 
students with disabilities? What are we supporting?

 Are we changing to address our new reality or what 
we are comfortable doing?

 How do we achieve more success with less?

Examining Expectations

“The secret of change is to focus all of your energy, 
not on fighting the old, but on building the new.”

Socrates

What Do We Focus on Each Day?

High Quality Specialized 
Instruction 

IDEA Requirements

High Expectations

School and LEA 
Requirements

Utah Core Standards and 
Essential Elements

Collaboration and 
Communication with Team 
Members

Monitoring of Progress and 
Adjusting Instruction
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Other Compliance Indicators
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Graduation Rates of SWD

The graduation rate calculation is based on the number of students 
who enter 9th grade and graduate with their cohort.

Statewide 
graduation 

rates for 
the same 

time 
period is 
76%-78%
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SWD Dropping Out of High School

The drop out calculation is based on students who leave 9th-12th grade with an exit 
code of dropout, expelled, suspended, unknown, transferred to adult ed, or 

withdrawn.

Statewide 
drop out 
rates for 
the same 

time 
period is 
21%-19%
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51% 52.07%53.58% 54.39%
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Course Growth 2010-2011

L.A. - Grades 3-8 L.A. - Grade 10

SWD Language Arts Proficiency Rate

82.2% Proficiency in ELA 
Statewide

46.43% 46.92%

25.67% 26.05%

FFY 2010 FFY 2011

Mathematics - Grades 3-8 Mathematics - Grade 10

SWD Mathematics Proficiency Rate

68.5% Proficiency in Math 
Statewide

Post-School Outcomes by Disability 
Category

State n=790 SLD   n=526 ED       n=32 ID        n=63 LI       n=169

1: Enrolled in higher education 24.9% 27.9% 12.5% 1.6% 26.6%

2: Competitive employment 39.7% 46.8% 43.8% 14.3% 26.6%

3: Enrolled in other postsecondary education or
training

6.2% 5.7% 3.1% 12.7% 5.9%

4: Some other employment 10.0% 7.6% 18.8% 20.6% 11.8%

Not Engaged 19.1% 12.0% 21.9% 50.8% 29.0%
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Survey Data

Post-School Outcomes by Exit Type

State
n=790

Diploma n=717 CT         n=28 AO          n=29 DO         n=16

1: Enrolled in higher education 24.9% 34.2% 3.6% 0.0% 6.3%

2: Competitive employment 39.7% 42.1% 10.7% 0.0% 56.3%

3: Enrolled in other postsecondary education or
training

6.2% 6.0% 7.1% 6.9% 12.5%

4: Some other employment 10.0% 8.6% 32.1% 20.7% 12.5%

Not Engaged 19.1% 16.0% 46.4% 72.4% 12.5%
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Survey Data

 Compliance vs. Performance – Is it either/or?

 What is our goal: College?  Career? Both?

 Are we making long term impact on students with 
disabilities by the services we are providing?

 How do we make the most impact with the options 
that are available?

 What trends are we seeing with how students exit K-
12 public education and their later outcomes?

Examining Expectations

Change will come when the pain 
of staying the same is worse than 
the pain of change. 

Author: unknown 

Questions?


